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PARCEL LEVEL ASSESSMENT FIELD DEFINITIONS

The primary feature class containing the fields referenced in this document
is parcels_merge_v3 and it is located in \Forterra_Skykomish\data\base\
vector\forterra_skykomish.gdb\

The field definitions below are only for the attributes that were newly created
for this analysis. The parcels data are a combination of Snohomish and

King County parcels data, and the feature class contains the complete set of
attributes for each as received from Forterra.

Unique_ID

Acres_flood
Pct_flood
Acres_Wetland
Pct_wetland

Coho

DV_Bull _Trout

Fall_Chinook

Fall Chum

Pink Even

Pink_Odd

Res_Coastal_Cutthroat

Summer_Chinook
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Unique ID created to serve as a primary key for
all parcels

Acres of floodplain within the parcel
Percentage of parcel covered by floodplain
Acres of wetland within the parcel
Percentage of parcel covered by wetlands

Presence or absence of coho (1 = present, 0 = not
present)

Presence or absence of Bull Trout (1 = present, 0
= not present)

Presence or absence of Fall Chinook (1 =
present, 0 = not present)

Presence or absence of Fall Chum (1 = present,
0 = not present)

Presence or absence of Pink even-year spawners
(1 = present, O = not present)

Presence or absence of Pink odd year spawners
(1 = present, 0 = not present)

Presence or absence of resident Coastal
Cutthroat trout (1 = present, 0 = not present)

Presence or absence of Summer Chinook (1 =
present, 0 = not present)

Presence or absence of Summer Steelhead (1 =
present, 0 = not present)

Summer_Steelhead

Winter Steelhead

Presence or absence of Winter Steelhead (1 =
present, 0 = not present)

Fish_ SPP_Count

Total number of species present within streams
running through or adjacent to parcel

ACRES

Size of parcel in acres

PCT_WATER

Percent of parcel covered by water according to
landcover classification

PCT_BARE_GROUND  Percent of parcel covered by bare ground

according to landcover classification

PCT_GRASS

Percent of parcel covered by grass according to
landcover classification

PCT_SHRUBS_AND_SMALL_TREES
Percent of parcel covered by shrubs and small
trees according to landcover classification

PCT_DECIDUOUS

Percent of parcel covered by deciduous trees
according to landcover classification

PCT_HIGH_DENSTY_DEV

Percent of parcel covered by high density
development according to landcover
classification

PCT_MED_DENSITY_DEV
Percent of parcel covered by medium
density development according to landcover
classification

PCT_EVERGREEN_FOREST
Percent of parcel covered by evergreen forest
according to landcover classification

PCT_SHADOW

Percent of parcel covered by shadow according



PCT_SAND_BAR

Buf 300ft_Area

Buf_300ft_Pct_For

Buf Pct_0_6

Buf_Pct_6_50

Buf_Pct_50_100

Buf_Pct_100_150

Buf_Pct_150_plus

Buf 300ft_Area_v2

pet_elv_0_or_less

pet_elv_grt 0_5

pet_elv_5_or_less

Bank mods M
Existing_DUs
Potential DUs

to landcover classification

Percent of parcel covered by sand bar according
to landcover classification

Area in square meters of 300 foot buffer from
perennial streams; note this field has been

superseded by Buf_300ft_Area_v2

Percentage of 300 foot buffer that is covered by
forest

Percentage of 300 foot buffer covered by trees
that are between 0 and 6 feet high

Percentage of 300 foot buffer covered by trees
that are between 6 and 50 feet high

Percentage of 300 foot buffer covered by trees
that are between 50 and 100 feet high

Percentage of 300 foot buffer covered by trees
that are between 100 and 150 feet high

Percentage of 300 foot buffer covered by trees
that are more than 150 feet high

Area of 300’ buffer corrected to incorporate
buffer distance from bank (for large rivers/
creeks) and inadvertent inclusion of multi-part

polygons

Percentage of parcel that is at the same elevation
or lower than the nearest channel

Percentage of parcel that is at the same elevation
or up to 5 higher than the nearest channel

Percentage of parcel that is 5" higher or lower
than the nearest channel

Length of bank modifications in meters
Number of existing dwelling units on parcel

Potential dwelling units that could be built if

Dev_Category
UGA

Rip_Func

WEF_Summary_Score

WQ_Summary_Score

Low_elv_Score

EDT _Score

Salmon_Spp_Score
Salmon_Strm_F
Salmon_Strm_Score
Floodplain_Score
Wetland_Score
For_Buff_Score
Buf_Pct_100plus
For_100plus_Score
NEAR_FID
NEAR_DIST

parcel were subdivided and or developed to
maximum potential under current zoning (based

on 2006/2007 analysis conducted for Forterra)
Development potential category

Whether or not parcel is within an Urban
Growth Area (1 = yes, 0 = no)

Riparian function score, derived from Mobrand
Biometrics Ecosystem Diagnosis and Treatment

(EDT) model

Wiatershed characterization waterflow summary
score (this variable was not used in the
assessment)

Wiatershed characterization water quality
summary score (this variable was not used in
the assessment)

Score for area of low elevation relative to
channel

Score for EDT riparian function (this variable
was not used in the assessment)

Salmonid species score

Salmon bearing stream length in feet
Salmon bearing stream length score
Floodplain score

Wetlands score

Forest within 300 buffer score

Acreage of trees 100+ within 300’ buffer
Trees 100’+ within 300’ buffer score
FID used in NEAR calculation

Distance to between parcel and nearest UGA
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LandVal_Score
LandVal_Acre
UGA_Score
Near_Dist_Miles

PotDev_Score
SrndDev_Score
PctSrndDev

Pct_Slope
Slope_Scr
Cons_Unweighted
Cons_Weighted
Dev_Unweighted
Dev_Weighted
ConsUnWt_INT
ConsWt_INT
DevUnWt_INT
DevWt_INT
Matrix. UnWt
Matrix Wt
Shape_Length
Shape_Area
Acres_LowElev

Value of land per acre score
Value of land per acre
Urban Growth Area proximity score

Near distance in miles between parcels and

closest UGA
Potential development score
Surrounding development score

Percentage of surrounding parcels that are

developed

Average percent slope within parcel
Slope score

Unweighted conservation score
Weighted conservation score
Unweighted development score
Weighted development score
Unweighted conservation score integer
Weighted conservation score integer
Unweighted development score integer
Weighted development score integer
Unweighted matrix score

Weighted matrix score

Perimeter in meters

Area in square meters

Acres of each parcel that are 5’ above or lower
than nearest channel

Wetlnd_Ac_Outside Flood
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Wetland acres outside of floodplain

Acres_Forested Acres of forest

Acres_300ft_forest Acres of forest within 300’ buffer

Wetland_NonFlood_Score

Score for wetlands outside of floodplain

Forested_Score Forested score

Acres_Pervious Acres of pervious landcover

Acres_300ft_Trees_100plus
Acres of trees 100’ plus within 300’ buffer

Pervious_score Score for pervious surface

Buf_Area_For_90_plus Area of trees 90’ plus within 300’ buffer (SqM)

Buf_Pct_For_90_plus Percentage of 300" buffer covered by trees 90’

plus
Acres_Buf_For_90_plus  Acres of 300’ buffer covered by trees 90° plus

For_90plus_Score Trees 90" + within 300’ buffer score



DATA ORGANIZATION AND NAMING CONVENTIONS our interpretation of the sub-basin importance rankings.

This data was not used in the final assessment.
The spatial data for the Skykomish Basin Land Protection Assessment &

Mapping Project is organized into multiple directories and sub-directories,

as described below. Raster: contains bear earth and first return LiDAR for the
entire basin

Base

Files are named in sequential order of creation: v3 is newer than v2, which
is newer than v1. The largest version number is always the most recently
created version. Tabular files are pre-pended with tbl, and output from MS
Access queries is pre-pended with qry.

Vector: the foreterra_skyomish.gdb located here contains
numerous data layers that are not specifically related to
any individual analysis, organized into multiple feature
datasets and feature classes. The most important feature

Data: All spatial data, including unmodified source data . )
class located here is the parcels_merge_v3, which

Analysis includes all parcels and all of the fields described above.
Channel_elevation: contains all files related to the low- Soure: contains all of the data newly acquired for this project,
lying areas analysis (height above river) unmodified from the original files. Data are organized by

providing agency, or thematically depending upon the nature
Dev_Threat: contains all files related to the threat of the data.
assessment
] ) ) Tables: contains MS Excel files and additional tabular data that

Hydrological_Value_and_Integrity: contains files from was not produced as part of any particular analysis, or that
EDT, Watershed Characterization, bank modification incorporates data from multiple analyses

inventory, etc., most of which were not used

Deliver: contains output from MXD files
NAIP_output: contains all files related to landcover

classification Layout: contains output from map files, InDesign documents, Photoshop
documents, and other graphics

naip_bands.gdb: working GDB with multiple

processing layers Maps:  contains all of the MXDs produced for this analysis. Maps were
created in ArcGIS 10.3, and all MXDs were saved with relative

sky_veg v7.gdb: final landcover classification paths

NAIP_processing.tbx: ArcGIS toolbox containing Scripts: contains the skykomish_processing.tbx, with three iterating models

multiple models used for processing and analyzing that were used to process the source X, Y, Z first return point cloud

NAIP 4-band data from Snohomish County and produce the single mosaic LIDAR
rasters

Stats: contains MS Access database, as well as numerous
tables and query outputs used to populate the attributes used
in the assessment

Veg_heights: contains all files related to the vegetation
heights analysis

Watershed_Characterization: contains all files related to

111



